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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement filed 2/10/05 fails to comply with 37 CFR 
1 .98(a)(3) because it does not include a concise explanation of the relevance, as it is 
presently understood by the individual designated in 37 CFR 1 .56(c) most 
knowledgeable about the content of the information, of each patent listed that is not in 
the English language. It has been placed in the application file, but the information 
referred to therein has not been considered. 

Drawings 

Figures 1-5 are should be designated by a legend such as --Prior Art-- because 
only that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). Corrected drawings in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled 
"Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct 
any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
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Claims 8 and 9 are drawn to a "program" perse as recited in the preamble and 
as such is non-statutory subject matter. See MPEP § 2106.IV.B.1 .a. Data structures 
not claimed as embodied in computer readable media are descriptive material perse 
and are not statutory because they are not capable of causing functional change in the 
computer. See, e.g., Warmerdam, 33 F.3d at 1361, 31 USPQ2d at 1760 (claim to a 
data structure perse held nonstatutory). Such claimed data structures do not define 
any structural and functional interrelationships between the data structure and other 
claimed aspects of the invention, which permit the data structure's functionality to be 
realized. In contrast, a claimed computer readable medium encoded with a data 
structure defines structural and functional interrelationships between the data structure 
and the computer software and hardware components which permit the data structure's 
functionality to be realized, and is thus statutory. Similarly, computer programs claimed 
as computer listings perse, i.e., the descriptions or expressions of the programs are not 
physical "things." They are neither computer components nor statutory processes, as 
they are not "acts" being performed. Such claimed computer programs do not define 
any structural and functional interrelationships between the computer program and 
other claimed elements of a computer, which permit the computer program's 
functionality to be realized. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 and 3-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the applicant's admitted prior art in view of Bradford et al. (US 5956745). 

In regard to claims 1 , 7-9 the applicant's admitted prior art teaches reading 
means for reading a segment table from the information-recording medium according to 
the control information (it is inherent there is reading means); maintaining means for 
maintaining the table read by the reading means (paragraph 26 the applicant's admitted 
prior art teaches an embedded memory); recording means for referring to the table 
maintained by the maintaining means to detect free unit recording areas in the 
information-recording medium (paragraph 14), and recording the data files in the 
detected unit recording areas; updating means for updating the table maintained by the 
maintaining means (paragraph 24), in response to the process of the recording means; 
and overwriting means for partially overwriting the FAT in the information-recording 
medium with the updated table (paragraph 22) but does not teach creating means for 
dividing a FAT in the information- recording medium into a plurality of segment tables of 
a predetermined size and creating control information corresponding to each of the 
segment tables. 

Bradford et al. teaches creating means for dividing a management table in the 
information- recording medium into a plurality of segment tables of a predetermined size 
and creating control information corresponding to each of the segment tables (see figs. 
6G-6I where Bradford et al. teaches dividing a sub-allocation table into different size 
blocks). 
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The two are analogous art because they both deal with the same field of 
invention of managing information on a media. 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to provide the apparatus of the applicant's admitted prior art with the dividing means 
of Bradford et al. The rationale is as follows: At the time of invention it would have been 
obvious to provide the apparatus of the applicant's admitted prior art with the dividing 
means of Bradford et al. because it would allow for the control of more files in an 
allocation table. 

In regard to claim 3, the applicant's admitted prior art teaches wherein the 
information-recording medium is removable (paragraph 29). 

In regard to claim 4, the applicant's admitted prior art teaches a microdrive 
(paragraph 29). 

In regard to claim 5, the applicant's admitted prior art teaches wherein the size of 
the table is determined according to the capacity of the maintaining means (paragraphs 
26 and 27). 

In regard to claim 6, Bradford et al. teaches the overwriting means writes the 
entire table, including non-updated sections, over the corresponding part of the FAT 
recorded in the information- recording medium (fig. 1 1A see step 1116 where Bradford 
et al. teaches modifying the bitmaps to indicate the change). 

Allowable Subject Matter 
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Claim 2 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOSEPH HALEY whose telephone number is (571)272- 
0574. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Feild can be reached on 571-272-4090. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Joseph H. Feild/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 2627 

/Joseph Haley/ 
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